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Application/Control Number: 1 0/540, 1 09 Page 2 

Art Unit: 3617 

DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

1 . The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 

a. In the abstract, the reference characters 2, 3 and 4 have been used to designate 
multiple elements, for example "attenuating part (4)" and "attenuating device (4)" and 
also "vehicle (2)" and "front part (2)" and "front part (3)". 

b. Page 4, line 24, the term "boom (103)", should be changed to —boom (104)--. 
Appropriate corrections are required. 



Claim Objections 

2. Claim 8 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

Regarding claim 8, line 3 the term "the rear part" lacks proper antecedent basis and 
should be changed to —a rear part—. 

Regarding claim 12, line 4 the term "vehicles'" should be changed to its singular 
-vehicle-. 

Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 



3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 



The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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4. Claims 1-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

a. Regarding claim 1 , line 3, the word "preferably" is considered indefinite. 

b. Regarding claim 1, line 4-5, the term "the attenuator (1)" lacks sufficient 
antecedent basis because it is unclear if applicant is referring to the "attenuating device 
(1)" cited earlier or is attempting to claim a different element of " an attenuator (4)" . 

c. Regarding claim 3, line 4, the term "operating position" lacks sufficient 
antecedent basis because it is unclear if applicant is referring to the "operation position" 
cited in claim 1 or is attempting to claim a different operable position. 

d. Regarding claim 10, line 2, the term "the operating wheel" lacks sufficient 
antecedent basis because it is unclear if applicant is referring to the "operation wheel" 
cited in claim 9 or is attempting to claim a different operable wheel. 

e. Regarding claim 12, line 3, the term "the impact attenuator (1)" lacks sufficient 
antecedent basis because it is unclear if applicant is referring to the "attenuating device" 
cited in claim 1 or is attempting to claim a different element of "an impact attenuator". 

f. Regarding claim 12, line 4, the term "impact attenuators" lacks sufficient 
antecedent basis because it is unclear if applicant is referring to the "impact attenuating 
device" or is attempting to claim plural impact attenuators. 

g. Regarding claim 14, line 4-5, the term "the device" lacks sufficient antecedent 
basis because it is unclear which device applicant is referencing; the impact attenuating 
device or the extension device. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-8 and 12 - 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Carlsson WOO 1/87671 (IDS), in view of Morlok et al 4,284,291. 

Carlsson shows an impact attenuating device comprising a front part (articulated section 
between element 3 and element 9) comprising two wheels 43 with a pivot function for 
connection to a vehicles frame side member 9, and a docking device (19, 20) to secure the 
rigidity of the device and an attenuating part 3 in an operation position and includes a transport 
position to articulately arrange the vehicle (page 7) and a rear part comprising a wheel 4 (as 
shown in figure 23), such that a collision force against the attenuating part would be transferred 
to a vehicle, the impact attenuating device is characterized by that an extension device 
(elements 8 and 22) that comprises a hydraulic telescopic device is connected by a horizontal 
joint and arranged between the attenuating part and the vehicle to provide a first position which 
arranges the attenuating part in the transport position, where the attenuating part is extended 
away from the vehicle (figure 17) and shows a second position that arranges the attenuating part 
in an operation position where the attenuating part is arranged against the vehicle via the front 
part, but failed to show the extension device arranged between the front part and the attenuating 
part, where the first transport position arranges the attenuating part away from the front part. 
Carlsson discloses the claimed invention except for the location of the extension device. 
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Morlok is cited only as an example of an extension device 20 connected by a vertical and 
horizontal joints which includes a boom 20 arranged to a link arm (figure 4), such that a 
cylinder 24 acting on the link arm moves an attenuating part 8 out to a transport position and/or 
pulls the attenuating part into an operating position, wherein the extension device is connected 
to move the attenuating part as a trailer, wherein the articulated device shows the prior art of 
arranging an extension device between an attenuating part of the device and a front part (the 
articulated section of element 1 of the device; much like the articulated section of Carlsson 
device), where the operation of the extension device extends the attenuating part to a first 
position (figure 3) that arranges the attenuating part in a transport position that is extended away 
from the front part of the device; as claimed and allows an articulation between the front part 
and the attenuating part when in a transport position, much like that of Carlsson transport 
position and includes a second position that arranges the attenuating part in an operation 
position where the attenuating part is arranged against the front part. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made have added an extension device or relocated the extension device of 
Carlsson to an alternative position on Carlsson device, such as between the front part and an 
attenuating part; such as suggested by the positional arrangement of Morlok extension device, 
which would work equally as well in order to provide a transport position where the attenuating 
part is extended away from the front part of the device and would further allow for an 
articulation between the attenuating part and the vehicle via an articulation between the front 
part and the attenuating part when in a transport position; as taught by Morlok extension 
arrangement, in order to provide the device of Carlsson with additional pivots for enhanced 
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movement between the front part and the attenuating part; if desired and since it is held that the 
mere rearranging of parts of an invention would involve only routine skill in the art. In re 
Japikse, 86 USPQ 70. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

7. Claims 9-11 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) under 35 
U.S.C. 1 12, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Pcdcrsen '071 shows a device characterized by an extension device. 
Peterson '945 shows a device with a front part similar to applicants' front part. 
Gertz '755 shows an impact attenuating device. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Daniel Yeagley whose telephone number is (571)272-6655. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon. - Thur.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lesley D. Morris can be reached on (571) - 272 - 665 1 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/S. Joseph Morano/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3617 

D.Y. 



